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Minutes 203 PC‐TCS‐meeting  
Tuesday 9 September 2025 

10:45 – 12:30 Zi 4070 
 

Present: 5 
Members:  A. Sperotto (Staff), A. Rensink (Chair, Staff), N. Alachiotis 

(Staff), L. Mariot (Staff), M. V. Wolter (Student), B. David 
(Student), M. M. T. P. Jansen op de Haar (Student) 
 

Guests:   N. Luijten (Protocolist), S. Vonk (B-Coordinator), V. Zaytsev 10 
(PD), E. Meijerink (B-Coordinator), M. van Grinsven (M-
Coordinator), S. Padberg (Registrar), M. M. R. Kedde 
(educational officer Inter-Actief) 
 

Absent with notice: F.G.J. Weijsenfeld (Student)  15 
 

1. Opening and determining agenda 
The chair opens the meeting at 10:46.  

 
 20 

2. Announcement  
Programme Management  

• There are around 250 bachelor students who started the first year, and around 
90 first-year master students.  

 25 
 

3. Incoming/outgoing correspondence  
a – Consent on BSc EER 
b – Answer PD on complaint M4 
No comments. 30 
 
 

4. Minutes of the 202th PC-CS 
Minor comments from the chair by email. With those changes, the minutes are 
accepted.  35 
 
Action points: 

• 725: Can be removed from the list 
 
 40 
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5. SEQ 2B 
The results of module 4 are quite low. Programme management met with the module 
coordinator, and improvements for next year are already initiated.  45 
The chair explains that there was a meeting with the bachelor programme management 
about the quality assurance of courses. Meijerink will make a summary of this meeting. 
The PC would like a meeting with van Grinsven to discuss what is begin done for the 
master. The PC will not do the QAI interviews anymore. 
 50 
The registrar mentions that all the SEQs of approximately the last 10 years can be found 
on the P-drive. The SEQs of this year will be archived in the same way. 
 
 

6. Accreditation reading material 55 
The PD explains the accreditation procedure to the new members. The panel will 
evaluate the programme based on four standards. The accreditation website is 
organised according to those four standards. The accreditation panel will go through the 
website, which all PC members have access to. There will be a physical visit here on the 
8th and 9th of December. There will be a trial visitation on October 13th.  60 
 
Currently, the website is almost ready (so-called 95% version). On the 11th of 
September, it will go to the faculty board. The dean will need to give consent. The 100% 
version will go to the executive board and the rector on the 26th of September. When 
they approve it, there are no more changes possible.  65 
 
Wolter asks what there is to gain or lose. The PD explains that the worst-case scenario is 
that TCS can no longer give diplomas if the visit goes very badly. However, the PD is sure 
that the programme will pass the examination. There is much advice to gain and a 
moment for the programme to reflect very critically on the curriculum. The PC would 70 
like to know the program for the 13th of October when it is ready.  
 
The PD asks for feedback on the documents.  
 
Sperotto mentions that in file 1.03, the acronym of the specialisation is used before it is 75 
defined. Wolter and Jansen op de Haar think the general takeaway is clear. Alachiotis 
thinks the documents are easy to read and make sense. He found some typos which he 
will send by email.  
 
David asks about the cybersecurity line. The PD explains that since the programme is no 80 
longer tied to Delft, they can give the courses in the way they see fit. David says that this 
is not very clear in the document. He also asks about what seem to be repetitive courses 
in the bachelor, master and PhD. The PD says that the courses are on very different 
levels so they are not repetitive at all.  
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 85 
The chair thinks the overall setup is clear. He thinks that the style of the documents 
might suggest that the document is not supported by other people when there is only 
the PDs name (who is the author) on it. The PD will ask Strategy and Policy what they 
see in other accreditation documents. He understands the point, but he wants to avoid 
having documents where it is unclear who is the responsible person. Many people have 90 
looked at the documents and provided feedback, but their names are not included. 
Furthermore, the chair thinks that some of the text on the website reads too much like 
AI.  
 
The chair asks when the PD would like to receive the advice and detailed feedback. Until 95 
the 20 of September the PD can incorporate feedback. By the 11th of September, the PD 
would like the formal advice. 
 
Kedde leaves the meeting.  
 100 
The chair says that given the reaction of the PC, he expects there to be a positive advice. 
Action Point (Chair): Write advice for the accreditation website and documents. 
 
The PD asks the PC members to also view the website. Comments may be sent 
individually and as soon as possible. Meijerink adds that not only feedback on the 105 
content of the documents, but also feedback on if they are easy to find and in a logical 
place is appreciated.  
 

 
7. A.O.B / Questions and Conclusion 110 

Wolter says that there has been an anonymous concern by a TA of module 5 Operating 
Systems. The TAs have to conduct interviews, but no grading scheme has been provided. 
Furthermore, the TA is concerned that students do not have enough time for the last 
assignment. The PD says that he is pushing as well for the revised documents.  
 115 
The PC and programme management are concerned that the TA did not want to go to 
the module coordinator. The information will be forwarded to the PD, who will take 
action. Van Grinsven says she is still waiting for the feedback on Sustainable Computing. 

 
8. Way of working programme committee 120 

The first draft of working groups is as follows: 
EER – David, Mariot, Chair, Jansen op de Haar  
Curriculum – Weijsenfeld , Wolter, Sperotto, Alachiotis  
 
 125 
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The PC members are positive about a PC training session. The Chair will come up with 
several possible dates. 
 
A vice chair has to be decided. Weijsenfeld seems like a suitable candidate.  
 130 
Wolter asks how much of the content of the meeting can be discussed outside of the 
meeting. The chair says that the minutes and the agenda are shared on the intranet. 
Topics that concern specific people are kept confidential.  
 
Action Point (M-coordinator): Arrange a meeting on Quality Assurance in the master 135 
with the curriculum subcommittee.  
Action Point (Chair + Mariot): Write advice on the new course Building blocks on 
Sustainable Computing 
 

Next meeting: 7 October 140 
Nr  Given in 

month 
 Meeting Description Responsible Deadline 

726  September  203 Write advice for the accreditation 
website and documents. 
 

Chair 11 September 

727  September  203 Arrange a meeting on Quality 
Assurance in the master with the 
curriculum subcommittee.  

M-coordinator  

728  September  203 Write advice on the new course 
Building blocks on Sustainable 
Computing 

Chair + Mariot  

 


